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ABSTRACT: The Anglo-Saxon ideas about self-reliance and (moral) dissert of social assistance 
exert a growing, worldwide influence on the societal position of the physically and mentally 
impaired. As the way they are culturally viewed and institutionally treated does impact how the 
impaired view and measure themselves, this influence has direct repercussions for the identity of 
such individuals. Of particular interest in this regard is the interaction between regulations 
comprising social assistance, their underlying assumptions and the identity of the impaired. The 
Dutch situation is well-documented and, as such, an analysis of this country can also be of 
interest for impaired groups in other nations, developed or developing, who have to assert their 
identity within or in spite of similar cultural constructions. 
 
My approach to the question of social assistance and identity builds on the pioneering work of 
M.C. Nussbaum. I combine historical research and sociological data with the philosophical 
background of the described developments. The assumptions underlying the regulations 
comprising social assistance for the impaired will be deducted from relevant policy documents. 
Subsequently, the historical development of the societal views which inform these assumptions 
will be dissected. Doing so requires an overview of primary sources and recent analytic research, 
both sociological and philosophical. This theoretical framework will illustrate the growing 
influence of notions of self-reliance and dissert on assumptions concerning the impaired and 
consequently societal assistance. As such, this analysis offers us the opportunity to explore the 
impact of these notions on the identity of the impaired. This exploration is all the more pressing 
as the impaired are increasingly painted as societal beneficiaries instead of participants. 
Participation is even harder to attain for this group, because a job on the regular labor market is 
the only remaining guaranty of full membership of society and structural political influence. How 
do these matters influence one’s identity? Most sociological research in this matter does not 
differentiate between non-impaired and impaired people, but there are sources available. This 
lecture will also cover new ground, as it delves into the pressure group “Wij staan op”, which 
adopted an interesting frame concerning their identity, and the way society should view them, 
when protesting proposed changes in the Participation Act. 
 
The relevance of this endeavor can be seen in the very terminology which is often used to 
characterize the physically and mentally impaired: disabled. The societal arrears of this group can 
be viewed as a social construct and as such changeable; an impaired person is only disabled by 
societal design. To challenge this prevalent narrative about disability is to offer impaired 
individuals, wherever they may live, alternatives for their own narrative and identity. 
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GOVERNING IDENTITIES 
Interactions between institutional assumptions and the identity of the impaired 
 
Erwin Dijkstra1 
 
To be confronted with impairment is an integral part of our human condition. And as long as the 
burden of our vulnerable and finite existence has not been lifted, it is necessary to contemplate 
the societal position of the impaired, be it mentally or physically.2 Sooner or later – through 
accident or age – we are all confronted with this question.3 In this sense the line between able and 
disabled is not as straight or permanent as people more or less assume in their daily conduct.4 
One of the most important inquiries we can make in this regard, is an assessment of the 
institutional assumptions concerning the impaired and their subsequent treatment. As it is by 
virtue of these institutions, which we have designed as a society, that we shape our lives, deter-
mine which of our desires are feasible and manage our assumptions of what we can expect of 
life.5 In short: Institutions shape our identity.6 And perhaps this interaction between institutional 
arrangements and identity is even more critical to the impaired, as they are way more dependent 
on such arrangements.7 Since a mental or physical impairment makes it harder to function in our 
current society, we deal with a group which has more costs and less earning capacity, more to do 
but with less time and energy on their hands, and a greater reliance on their social networks when 
their networks are less extensive.8 Our inquiry in this regard will first look at the artificial nature 
of the disadvantaged position of the impaired. Subsequently we will get to the proverbial meat of 
this lecture. We will look at the assumptions underlying the  Dutch institutional treatment of the 
impaired. The historical development of these assumptions will paint the growing influence of 
notions of self-reliance and dissert. These notions have had a profound impact on the identity of 
the impaired in the Netherlands. This impact can be illustrated by a short analysis of the activities 
of the activists of Wij Staan op (We Take our Stance), which will close out this lecture. 
 
Impairment and Disability 
As some of you have undoubtedly noticed: I consequently speak of ‘impairment’ instead of the 
more current term ‘disability’. This is no mere game of academic semantics, I am trying to make a  
                                                          
1 Erwin Dijkstra works as a researcher and lecturer at the department of jurisprudence at Leiden University. 
This lecture is based on his research concerning the legal protection of disadvantaged groups, which will be 
collected in his dissertation, preliminary titled: Closing the Gap: Law’s Attempts to Protect Disadvantaged Groups. 
2 M.C. Nussbaum, Frontiers of Justice: Disability, Nationality, Species Membership, Cambridge: Harvard University 
Press 2006, p. 160.   
3 M. de Klerk, H. Fernee, I. Woitiez & M. Ras, Factsheet: Mensen met Lichamelijke of Verstandelijke Beperkingen (Fact-
Sheet: People with Mental or Physical Impairments), Den Haag: Sociaal & Cultureel Planbureau 2011, p. 1-8. 
4 Nussbaum 2006, p. 127. 
5 Ibidem, p. 73. For a critical discussion, see: Z. Bauman, Liquid Modernity, Malden: Polity Press 2017, p. 17-18. 
6 Nussbaum 2006, p. 79, 413; B. Barry, Why Social Justice Matters, Cambridge: Polity Press 2005, p. 72-73. For a 
more general overview of the interaction between institutional arrangements and the identity of its beneficiaries 
in the Netherlands, see: J. Elshout, E. Tonkens & T. Swierstra, ‘Meritocratie als Aanslag op het Zelfrespect van 
Verliezers’ (Meritocracy as a Burden on the Self-esteem of Losers), in: P. de Beer & M. van Pinxteren (eds.), 
Meritocratie: Op Weg naar een Nieuwe Klassensamenleving? (Meritocracy: The Road to a New Class System?), 
Amsterdam: Amsterdam University Press 2016, p. 209-233. 
7 M.C. Nussbaum, Creating Capabilities: The Human Development Approach, Cambridge: Belknap Press 2011. 
8 K. Putters & S. Hoff, ‘Sociale Onzekerheid’ (Social Insecurity), in: P. van Lieshout (ed.), Sociale (On)zekerheid. 
De Voorziene Toekomst (Social (In)security: The Foreseeable Future), Amsterdam: Amsterdam University Press 
2016, p. 54 The amount of people in the Netherlands which regard volunteering as natural plunged from 41% 
in 2010 to 23% in 2016. These statistics can be found in: C. Huisman, ‘Als de Buurvrouw Zwaar Dement is’ 
(When the Neighbour Suffers from Dementia), De Volkskrant, January 22th 2018, Ten Eerste, p. 10-11. 
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point. 9 Analytic philosopher John Searle distinguishes four kinds of facts. For our endeavour we 
need to look at two of them: Ontological objective facts and epistemological objective facts. 
Ontological objective facts concern phenomena which exist independent from any life form.10 
The rocks which make up the mountains will still be the same after the last human is only a 
distant memory. The same cannot be said about our social reality, including the disadvantaged 
position of the impaired. These kind of phenomena, epistemological objective facts as Searle calls 
them, exist through the assumptions and in the daily conduct of all of us. And, even though they 
can be observed objectively, they are changeable. As such, we can say that the disadvantaged 
societal position of the impaired, their disability as it is normally called, is a social construct. It is 
caused by humans, perpetuated by humans and can be changed by humans. Henceforth we can 
conclude that an impairment does not necessitate a handicap – because an impaired person is 
only disabled by societal design. Or, to put in another way, society is not designed with the 
impaired in mind.11 For example, the pavements which protect pedestrians are daily obstacles for 
wheelchair users,12 as are the current rules concerning special education, health care and adapted 
workplaces.13 This explains why formal equality will not close the gap between the impaired and 
the rest of society. Tangible changes are needed – to change our material world and our minds. In 
fact, this is a line of thinking which surfaces in the most recent international treaties, and the 
jurisprudence of the European Court of Human Rights.14 As we have uncovered the nature of 
the disadvantaged position of the impaired, we will now turn to the aforementioned meat of the 
lecture: which assumptions underlie this social construct and in what way did they impact the 
identity of the impaired, such as the activists of We Take Our Stance? 
 
Notions of Self-Reliance and Dissert 
Two of the most important institutional assumptions which impact disadvantaged groups, such 
as the impaired, are self-reliance and dissert.15 Both these assumptions are intrinsically linked with 
a certain idea of meritocracy, which surfaced during the 18th and 19th century and played an 
increasingly important role after World War II.16 In the Netherlands, the growing industrialisation 
and the contest between the unions, the landed elite and the religious pillars fuelled an  
                                                          
9 Nussbaum 2006, p. 423, n. 5. 
10 J.R. Searle, The Construction of Social Reality, New York: Free Press 1995, p. 10; J.R. Searle, Making the Social 
World: The Structure of Human Civilization, Oxford: Oxford University Press 2009, p. 17-18. 
11 Nussbaum 2006, p. 105, 113, 116-117. 
12 Ibidem, p. 109, 167; M. Kroes, ‘Hoe (On)gelijk is Gelijk: Het Recht op Gelijke Behandeling van 
Gehandicapten en Chronisch Zieken’ (How (Un)equal is Equality: The Right to Equal Treatment of the 
Disabled and Chronically Ill), in: R. Holtmaat (ed.), De Toekomst van Gelijkheid: De Juridische en Maatschappelijke 
Inbedding van de Gelijkebehandelingsnorm (The Future of Equality: The Juridical and Societal Execution of Equal 
Treatment), Utrecht: Commissie Gelijke Behandeling 2000, p. 109. 
13 An overview of the problems with special education, concerning both the impaired and other ‘difficult cases’, 
can be found in: M. Dullaert, De Kracht om Door te Zetten: Hoe Kunnen We de Impasse Rondom Thuiszitten Doorbreken? 
(The Capability to Succeed: How Can We Solve the Impasse Concerning Dropouts?), Culemborg: 
Gedragswerk 2019, p. 3. For health care, a good indication is given by professor Jet Bussemaker during her 
inaugural address: Zorg als Sociale Kwestie (Health Care as a Social Issue), Leiden: Inaugural Address 2019.  For a 
quick overview of the workplace, see the (partly outdated) summary by Kroes, in: Kroes 2000, p. 103-106. 
14 G. Quinn & C. O‘Mahony, ‘Disability and Human Rights: A New Field in the United Nations’, in: E. 
Krause, & M. Scheinin, (eds.), International Protection of Human Rights: A Textbook, Turku: Abko Academy 
Institute for Human Rights 2012, p. 265-266. Note for example the Convention on the Rights of Persons with 
Disabilities. Another indication of the requirement for both formal and material equality can be found in the 
landmark ECHR case Thlimmenos vs. Greece, explained in: Kroes 2000, p. 100. 
15 Elshout, Tonkens & Swierstra 2016, p. 227. 
16 P. de Beer, ‘Meritocratie: Op Weg naar een Nieuwe Klassensamenleving?’ (Meritocracy: The Road to a New 
Class System?), in: P. de Beer & M. van Pinxteren (red.), Meritocratie: Op Weg naar een Nieuwe Klassensamenleving? 
(Meritocracy: The Road to a New Class System?), Amsterdam: Amsterdam University Press 2016, p. 10; K. 
Vuyk, Oude en Nieuwe Ongelijkheid: Over het Failliet van het Verheffingsideaal (Former and Current Inequality: 
Concerning the Downfall of the Social Ideal of Emancipation), Utrecht: Klement 2017, p. 162-166. 
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unprecedented social upsurge. The foundation of this process of emancipation was education.17 
Many members of previously disenfranchised groups, for the first time in history, had a real 
chance to climb the social ladder. With the advent of the 70’s and 80’s, the first cohort of these 
social climbers arrived at places of power and with their arrival the aforementioned idea of 
meritocracy grew in influence.18 Meritocracy in this sense was defined as talent, mostly viewed as 
a combination of IQ and perseverance.19 This idea of meritocracy changed the commonly shared 
view on acceptable societal differences. To be fair, there remained a continuing support for those 
who could not make it in these modern times – be it impaired or otherwise – but these people, in 
one way or the other, should earn such assistance.20 Because in the new, meritocratic world, there 
are chances and possibilities for everyone, and even from a disadvantaged position, one could 
achieve much.21 Consequently, the loss of employment or social standing increasingly became 
characterized as the result of choices.22 As such, the debate concerning societal assistance was 
hijacked by moral preferences.23 And while the 90’s progressed, societal assistance – slowly by 
steadily – became viewed as a burden on the productive members of society in favour of the 
beneficiaries of such support.24 A cultural divide between societal participants and beneficiaries 
developed in Dutch society, and this partition became increasingly condoned by institutions.25  
 
Expectations and Participation 
One can imagine the influence these new views concerning societal assistance had on the 
capabilities and expectations of the impaired – and subsequently on their identity.26 Since the 50’s 
the burden of risks inherent to the human condition, such as mental and physical impairment, 
were – for a large part – redistributed through the public sphere. But from the ground-breaking 
report Een Werkend Perspectief (A Perspective that Works) onwards, these risks where by and large 
returned to the individual and her or his community.27 Most relevant for the societal position and 
the identity of the impaired are the recent changes to the Participation Act and the Societal 
Assistance Act. These reforms aim to encourage the individual to be self-reliant and earn their 
assistance by making the most of her or his remaining capacity for productivity.28 As such, the 
                                                          
17 De Beer 2016, p. 17-18. 
18 Vuyk 2017, p. 166-167. 
19 De Beer 2016, p. 10. 
20 Elshout, Tonkens & Swierstra 2016, p. 227 
21 Vuyk 2017, p. 169. In this view your disadvantage is less relevant than the way you use the capacities you do 
possess and opportunities you encounter along the way, see: R. Claassen, Het Eeuwige Tekort: Een Filosofie van de 
Schaarste (The Eternal Deficit: A Philosophy of Scarcity), Amsterdam: Ambo 2004, p. 120. 
22 Elshout, Tonkens & Swierstra 2016, p. 216. 
23 Such moral preferences, which are merely influential due to their (temporary) prevalence, are part of the 
phenomenon which Alasdair Macintyre characterised as ‘emotivism’, see: A. Macintyre, After Virtue: A Study in 
Moral Theory, Londen: Bloomsbury 2017, p. 13; J. Rachels, ‘Subjectivism’, in: P. Singer (ed.), A Companion to 
Ethics, Cambrige: Blackwell 1991, p. 432-441; I.A. Schnall, ‘Subjectivism and Emotivism’, The Jerusalem Philosophy 
Quarterly, 2004 (53), p. 27-44. 
24 Nussbaum 2006, p. 4. 
25 T.M. Scanlon, The Diversity of Objections to Equality, Kansas: The University of Kansas Press 1996, p. 5. 
26 For a general theory about the influence of assumptions concerning self-reliance and dissert on the identity 
of  individuals, see: A. Sen, Identity & Violence: The Illusion of Destiny, London: Penguin Books 2006, p. 21. 
27 P. van Lieshout, ‘De Toekomst van de Sociale (On)zekerheid’ (The Future of Social (In)security), in: P. van 
Lieshout (ed.), Sociale (On)zekerheid. De Voorziene Toekomst (Social (In)security: The Foreseeable Future), 
Amsterdam: Amsterdam University Press 2016, p. 22; Putters & Hoff 2016, p. 44; F.W. Rutten et al, Een 
Werkend Perspectief: Arbeidsparticipatie in de Jaren ’90 - WRR-rapport 1990 (A Perspective that Works: Employment 
in the 90’s – SCGP Report 1990), Den Haag: SDU Uitgeverij 1990. 
28 Parliamentary Documentation, House of Representatives, 2011/12, 33161, 3, p. 1; R. van der Veen, ‘Sociale 
Zekerheid in een Open Samenleving’ (Social Security in an Open Society), in: P. van Lieshout (ed.), Sociale 
(On)zekerheid. De Voorziene Toekomst (Social (In)security: The Foreseeable Future), Amsterdam: Amsterdam 
University Press 2016, p. 93. After protests by activists, such as We Take Our Stance, some of the reforms were 
attenuated, G. Herderscheê, ‘Ook Gehandicapte Houdt Recht op Minimumloon’ (The Disabled Still Have to 
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ultimate goal is a job on the regular labour market, even if the accompanying measures to appease 
employers erode the capabilities and independence of the impaired.29 As different means of 
participating in society are deemed non-viable, options beside the regular labour market – such as 
assisted working facilities, subsidized volunteering, and non-commercial job arrangements – are 
restricted or abolished.30 Consequently, these new measures differentiate between certain societal 
participants and beneficiaries. Between those impaired who still can work – albeit with assistance 
– and those whose ailments force them to sit at home with increasingly diminishing support.31  
 
Impairment and Identity 
The reaction of the impaired to their societal position is complex, difficult to summarise and as 
multifaceted as can be expected of any group of diverse human beings. Concerning identity and 
in order to keep this lecture within a reasonable time frame, we can roughly distinguish three 
groups. First the people who are, through their physical or mental impairment, completely 
dependent and who experience difficulties with communicating their needs. The pioneering work 
of Lesley Francis and Anita Silvers showed us that their needs and expectations of life can be 
properly assessed.32 The way this group generally wants to live their lives, however, runs contrary 
to the assumptions concerning societal participation, which inform our current system of social 
security.33 The same can be said for the second group, those impaired who are not totally 
dependent and are capable of formulating their own concept of a good life, but still experiencing 
severe difficulties with independence, social relationships and work.34 The strict division or – in 
the vocabulary of our times – the hard border between societal participation through the regular 
labour market and sitting at home, hits them the hardest. As the funds and effort necessary to 
make them participate are not available for their conception of a good life nor for the ways in 
which they could and would contribute to society.35 We see them resigning to their second rank 
place in society and trying to live their life within the regulations on which they depend.36 They 
usually don’t have the time and energy for defiance – even if they have the capacity to do so.37 
                                                                                                                                                                                     
be Paid Minimum Wage), De Volkskrant, September 7th 2018, Ten Eerste, p. 2. The general trend, however, 
still confirms to the institutional treatment of the impaired as painted by this lecture, see: P. Koning, ‘Sociale 
Zekerheid en Arbeidsmarkt in het Regeerakkoord’ (Social Security and the Labour Market in the Coalition 
Agreement), TPE Digitaal, 2017 (11), p. 14;  J. de Vries, ‘Gehandicapte Ziet Kans op Werk Kelderen’ (Job 
Opportunities for the Disabled Plummet), De Volkskrant, September 5th 2018, Ten Eerste, p. 15; N. van Lith, 
‘Participatiewet: Beste minister-president Rutte, die Vaas is Al Gevallen’ (Participation Act: Dear Prime-
Minister, that Vase has Already Been Dropped), NRC Handelsblad, January 2nd 2019, Opinie, p. 17. 
29 Parliamentary Documentation, House of Representatives, 2014/15, 34194, 3, p. 1-2; Van der Veen 2016, p. 
95; G. Herderscheê, ‘Analyse Participatiewet: Arbeidsgehandicapten Genieten Steeds Minder Bescherming’ 
(Analysis of the Participation Act: Disabled Who Cannot Work Enjoy Diminished Protection), De Volkskrant, 
January 15th 2015, Ten Eerste, p. 13. 
30 T. Heijmans, ‘Sociale Werkplaats’ (Assisted Working Facility), De Volkskrant, January 15th 2018, O&D, p. 25. 
31 Putters & Hoff 2016, p. 54; G. Herderscheê, ‘Lager Loon Gehandicapten Stuit op Fel Verzet’ (Lower Wages 
Disabled Cause Resistance), De Volkskrant, April 27th 2018, Ten Eerste, p. 2. G. Herderscheé, ‘Duizenden 
Wajongers belanden onder het bestaansminimum’ (Thousands Earning a Disability Check Fall Below 
Subsistence Level), De Volkskrant, July 16th 2018, Ten Eerste, p. 12. 
32 L.P. Francis & A. Silvers, ‘Liberalism and Individual Scripted Ideas of the Good: Meeting the Challenge of 
Dependent Agency’, Social Theory and Practice, 2007 (33), p. 316-318, 331. 
33 Ibidem, p. 332. 
34 C. Claes, S. Vandevelde & J. van Loon, ‘Participeren aan de Samenleving’ (Participating in Society), in: B. 
Maes, C. Vlaskamp & A. Penne (eds.), Ondersteuning van Mensen met Ernstige Meervoudige Beperkingen: Handvatten voor 
een Kwaliteitsvol Leven (Supporting People with Severe Mental and Physical Impairments: Guidance for a Certain 
Quality of Life), Den Haag/Leuven: Acco, 2011, p. 75-77; C.A. de Kam & J.H.M. Donders, Onzekere 
Zekerheden: De Nederlandse Verzorgingsstaat op Weg naar 2025 (Insecure Benefits: The Prospects of the Dutch 
Welfare State Until 2025), Den Haag: Willem Drees Stichting voor Openbare Financiën 2014, p. 209. 
35 Nussbaum 2006, p. 104-105. 
36 Van Lith 2019, p. 17. 
37 W. Boele & H. Bosselaar, 2018, 'Haagse Droom Helpt Mens met Beperking Niet' (Governmental Visions  
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Defiance is probably the one defining characteristic of the third group: the high functioning 
impaired. Make no mistake, this group still has problems with independence, social relationships 
and work. But where the identity of the first two groups seems to be mostly determined by their 
impairment and subsequent societal position, some of these high-functioning impaired find 
themselves in circumstances which allow defiance. A few of them actually have the time, energy 
and the support network to challenge the assumptions underlying the rules on which they have to 
rely to function – to question the identity which comes with their societal position.38   
 
We Take Our Stance 
In this sense, the activists of We Take Our Stance and their manifesto Iedereen is Gelijk in het 
Anders Zijn (Everyone is Equal in that They are Different) form an interesting case.39 They do 
question some of the assumptions underlying the current institutional treatment of the 
impaired.40 For example, they challenge the fact that society is not designed with the impaired in 
mind and demand reforms concerning accessibility, health care, education, social assistance, 
insurance, and the system of social security. On the other hand, we see that their own framing of 
societal participation rests heavily on formal equality and the same assumptions which have 
eroded the position of the impaired since the 90’s. As such, their identity as an impaired person 
seems to be shaped by the commonly shared notions concerning societal participation. With their 
focus on equal opportunity in both education and the workplace – to be appreciated on a level 
with befits them – they reinforce a new border between societal participants and beneficiaries 
within the group of the impaired themselves.41 Of course, their activism and defiance is admirable 
and necessary, given the lack of proper representation and the prevalence of harmful assumptions 
concerning the impaired – even by those who have their heart in the proverbial right place.42 And 
one can only hope that they achieve their goals and that someday the demands of their manifesto 
become commonplace. But one can also hope that such an achievement is only the beginning of 
a conversation concerning other forms of societal participation than traditional education and the 
regular labour market.43 Because in the end, other ways of accepted and institutionally condoned  
                                                                                                                                                                                     
Don’t Assist People with Impairments), Trouw, December 1st 2018, Opinie, p. 28-29. 
38 Van Lith, 2019, p. 17; K. Bos, ‘Wieltjes Waren Nergens te Vinden’ (Wheels Were Nowhere to be Found), 
NRC Handelsblad, April 4th 2017, Binnenland, p. 11. Concerning the plurality of identity and the general 
relationship between identity and our current societal arrangements and institutions, see: G. Monbiot, Out of the 
Wreckage: A New Politics for an Age of Crises, London: Verso 2017, p. 91; Sen 2006, p. 19-21; F. Fukuyama, Identity: 
Comtemporary Identity Politics and the Struggle for Recognition, London: Profile Books 2018, p. 81-89. 
39 Herderscheê 2018d, p. 2; Wij Staan Op, Iedereen is Gelijk in het Anders Zijn: Handvest voor Vrijheid, Gelijkheid en 
Menselijkheid (Everyone is Equal in that They are Different: Manifesto for Freedom, Equality and Humanity), 
Utrecht: Wij Staan Op 2018. 
40 G. Herderscheê, ‘Het Dreigende Einde van de Verzorgingsstaat’ (De Looming Demise of the Welfare State), 
De Volksrant, May 12th 2018, Zaterdag, p. 12-14; Herderscheê 2018d, p. 2. 
41 The current institutional treatment of the impaired disproportionally disadvantages the more gravely 
impaired, as is noted in the recent position paper by the Netherlands Bureau for Economic Policy Analysis, see: 
Centraal Planbureau, Position Paper: Hoofdlijnennotitie Loondispensatie Participatiewet (Position Paper: General 
Overview Wage Dispensation Participation Act), Den Haag: Centraal Planbureau 2018, p. 3. This trend would 
likely continue, even if the changes proposed by We Take Are Stance were implemented. 
42 Succinctly summarised by Anaïs van Ertvelde, see: A. van Ertvelde, 'Mindervalide is niet zielig, Meryl: Hoe 
We Onze Betuttelende Ideeën over Mensen met een Handicap Kunnen Doorprikken' (Disability is not a 
Synonym for Pitiable, Meryl: How We Can Discard Our Patronizing Ideas Concerning the Disabled), De 
Morgen, Januari 14th 2017, Zeno, p. 22-23. 
43 Recently, a slew of Dutch books does question the assumptions of self-reliance and dissert which 
precipitated the status of the regular labour market as the sole means of societal participation, for example: 
Claassen 2004; H. Achterhuis, De Utopie van de Vrije Markt (The Free Market Utopia), Rotterdam: Lemniscaat 
2010. Even the officially reference book for high school students, who aspire to graduate in philosophy, mainly 
explores the relationship between societal conceptions of a good life and the (labour) market, see: A. 
Verbrugge, G. Buijs & J. van Baardewijk, Het Goede Leven & De Vrije Markt (The Good Life & The Free 
Market, Rotterdam: Lemniscaat 2018.  
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participation are needed to give every impaired person a full position in Dutch society.44 This  
way, and only this way, it is possible for them to create an identity which is not solely determined  
by the institutional arrangements on which they have to rely, but by their own concept of a good  
life. 
 
Conclusion 
Our inquiry started with the idea that the disadvantaged position of the impaired is a social 
construct. Subsequently we dissected the assumptions which inform the institutional treatment of 
this group. We saw the way in which notions of self-reliance and dissert influence the rules and 
regulations concerning societal assistance. Consequently, these arrangements reinforce the gap 
between the impaired and the rest of society. This relegates the impaired to second rank citizens, 
which influences their identity. The identity of the activists of We Take Our Stance is an 
interesting hybrid. On the one hand they resist such assumptions, on the other we can say that 
their activism is mainly focused on the delineated societal participation through the labour 
market. As such, this activism could contribute to the very real risk of the status of the regular 
labour market, as the only means of societal participation, becoming entrenched within the social  
construct, which is the disadvantaged position of the impaired. 
 
Thank you for your attention. And a special thanks to Paul van Trigt, whose lecture and e-mails 
inspired me to write an abstract for the conference and subsequently give this lecture here today. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                          
44 Putters & Hoff 2016, p. 53; H. Boutellier, ‘Actuele Bestaansonzekerheid: Over de Nieuwe Condities van het 
Sociale Domein’ (Contemporary Insecurity: Concerning the Current Conditions of the Public Sphere), in: P. 
van Lieshout (ed.), Sociale (On)zekerheid. De Voorziene Toekomst (Social (In)security: The Foreseeable 
Future), Amsterdam: Amsterdam University Press 2016, p. 39. 
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